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1. Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121: 

1. Claims 9-17, 21 and 26, drawn to a method of making a combinatorial library of 
chiral reagents or catalysts, classified in class 502, subclass various depending on 
the particulars of the catalysts or chiral reagents. 

II. Claims 19 and 20, drawn to a method of making various compounds, classified in 
class various depending on the particular compound, subclass various depending 
on the specific compound. 

III. Claims 22-24, drawn to uses of compounds in group II, classified in class various 
depending on the particular compound made using the reagent, subclass various 
depending on the particular compound made using the reagent. 

2. The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and II are unrelated. Inventions are unrelated if it can be shown that they are 

not disclosed as capable of use together and they have different modes of operation, different 
functions, or different effects (MPEP § 806.04, MPEP § 808.01). In the instant case the different 
inventions have different functions, the former to serve as a list, the latter to serve as chemical 
intermediates. 

Inventions I and III are unrelated. Inventions are unrelated if it can be shown that they 
are not disclosed as capable of use together and they have different modes of operation, different 
functions, or different effects (MPEP § 806.04, MPEP § 808.01). In the instant case the different 
inventions have different functions, the former to serve as a list, the latter to prepare various 
chemical compounds. 
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Inventions II and III are related as product and process of use. The inventions can be 
shown to be distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1) the process for using the 
product as claimed can be practiced with another materially different product or (2) the product 
as claimed can be used in a materially different process of using that product (MPEP 
§ 806.05(h)). In the instant case the process for using the product as claimed can be practiced 
with another materially different product, such as stoichiometric reagents used to make the 
claimed compounds. 

3. Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have acquired a 
separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 

4. Claims 9-17, 19-24 and 26 are generic to a plurality of disclosed patentably distinct 
species comprising various extremely broad classes of compositions, processes, products made 
using said processes, and tabulations. Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single 
disclosed species, even though this requirement is traversed. 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to 
be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 
examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission 
may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

5. A telephone call was made to Dale Rieger, Esq., on 8/26/05 to request an oral election 
to the above restriction requirement, but did not result in an election being made. 
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Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must include an 
election of the invention to be examined even though the requirement be traversed (37 CFR 
1.143). 

6. The examiner further notes that the claims of group in are couched in "use" 
terminology. These claims provide for the use of various compounds, but, since the claims do 
not set forth any steps involved in the method/process, it is unclear what method/process 
applicant is intending to encompass. A claim is indefinite where it merely recites a use without 
any active, positive steps delimiting how this use is actually practiced. 

Claims 22-24 would be rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed recitation of a 
use, without setting forth any steps involved in the process, results in an improper definition of a 
process, i.e., results in a claim which is not a proper process claim under 35 U.S.C. 101 . See for 
example Ex parte Dunki, 153 USPQ 678 (Bd. App. 1967) and Clinical Products, Ltd. v. Brenner, 
255 F. Supp. 131, 149 USPQ 475 (D.D.C. 1966). However, since this is not a full Office action 
on the merits, applicant should consider this to be a warning to amend these claims into a more 
proper format. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Pasterczyk whose telephone number is 571-272-1375. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 9 to 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jerry Lorengo, can be reached at 571-272-1233. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




J. Pasterczyk 



AU 1755 



